The Trial of Alice Lisle

man named Matthew Brown near her to interpret what went
on, but whether he was allowed to repeat the judge's remarks
or only those of the witnesses does not appear. Let us hope
she was spared Jeffreys3 hypocritical blasphemy, since within
a few moments she must have been made clearly aware that
he was on the Bench not to assist her to prove her innocence,
but to strain every point of law and fact to persuade the jury
to bring in a verdict of guilty against her.

Little time was wasted upon the witnesses proving Hicks
a rebel. There was no doubt about his sympathy with the
rebels, but he was not like Bishop Mews, a combatant. Still
in the eyes of the judge a dissenting minister was worse than
a dissenting soldier.

Pollexf en now called Mr James Dunne, and took a some-
what curious course, which I cannot but think must have
been agreed between him and Jeffreys before the Court sat.
He simply informed the judges the dates and facts he would
prove, and then continued, " But withal, I must acquaint
your lordship that this fellow Dunne is a very unwilling
witness; and therefore with submission to your lordship, we
do humbly desire your lordship would be pleased to examine
him a little the more strictly,"

With these words Pollexfen and his juniors seem to fade
out of the case. The other four judges take no further part
in the proceedings, and the rest of the trial is a duologue
,. between Jeffreys and Dunne, with an occasional intervention
of some other witness called in to counter statements of
Dunne's by the unwearying prosecutor on the Bench. I can
call to mind no occasion on which the Bar of England, even
in those dark days, appears in such an unworthy position.
But scandalous as is the cross-examination of Dunne by
Jeffreys from the view of honest administration of justice,
yet the human drama of the dialogue recorded by the
reporter is one of the most fascinating and exciting passages
in the dim yellow pages of the State trials.

For Dunne was intent to take refuge in obstinacy,
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